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The latest Air Force 
‘ proposal for a new manned 
. bomber has fallen just as flat 
; as the previous one sent to 
| Sceretarty of Defense Robert 
i S. McNamara. : 


| It's not that the civilians 


say they art opposed to 
_bombers—on tht contrary, Mc- 
-Namara insists that hundreds 


of existing strategic bombers : 


will be continued in operation 
for the foreseeable future and 


.| that a new one will be 


approved if its need is ever 
demonstrated. ; 
The new Air Force 


proposal, however, has failed 
to answer convincingly the 
questions. raised about the 
need, 


Another problem for the Alr . 


Force is that new national 


Ss; intelligence estimates, being 


readied for top administration 


convince many key officials 
that the Russians are 


“force sufficiently large ot" 
protected to make a new 
. strategic bomber necessary. 
Political Issue 
Meanwhile, Sen. Barry 


Goldwater is making a 
political issue out of bombers. 


planning to reduce. strategic 

power by 90 percent. 
McNamara has replied ‘with 

statistics showing that presunt. 


plans call for an ingrease in ' 
nuclear warheads -over the. 
next five years even without a’, 


new bomber, 

The Air Force last montli 
_ , proposed that McNamara give 
itentative approval  to- 


Aircraft (AMSA) that would 
. succeed 


_ aomhers ‘in the 1970s. The 


sroposal estimated that 200, 


AMSAs would cost $9 billion, 


The Air Force wants 


+. immediate approval of 


the 


’ engineering studies on 
and 


proposed naw ingines 


~ Sy HbQuns. 
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The study also” proposes 


that ine Air Force now be } lives, 
permitted to go into what the j ; er icad | 
Pentagon calls the “project ! ioe eee H 


definition” phase of aircraft 
development, This is 
advanced design work - that 
civilian officials believe 


' Russians really would withold ' 
| their” city-destroying~ “force? 
While the AMSA bombers ' 


commits them to final 
. approval, mS j 

The request for this sort of. 
tentative. approval will 


that the study ‘phase has not 
been completed. : 


Air Force Argumit | 
;defenses or the super-. 


The -Air Force does have | 
money for continued studies | 


be 


rejected. Defense officials say « AMSA, Would: save. as many. 


+ lives as $9 billion worth of : 
.-t fallout . shelters, 


‘ approached. If they fired their 
Withheld weapons, AMSA, 
- would have little value, 4 
Civilian arialysts. question. 
whether $9 billion worth of « 


anti-missile » 
defens.es,. improved. air: 


accurate . ICBMs . that. are. 


| 
year’s ‘budget for engine and: . 
! 
| 


week, ° 


nob: 
‘ building a long-range fissile 


and is encouraged to think eo study for use in the » 
that it will get more in neat | Radice ve 8 
bey ate dovalsoucn Comparative Study 

subsystom developments: _ VEE 

Civilian officials believe that,! ,y7a8 Alt Mouce did compare 
Ce ane ee ane ; pile vor of Minuteman II 
: : missiles, but not with the’ 
ie rereciad: other life-saving weapons. The»! 


‘ pres by ig aie ie awd | planes looked good, compared - 


largely on estimates of the | With anniuke nei ae at 
American lives it would save}. The civilians. also ask if. 
during 4: war. by destroying + other bombers cannot do the | 
enemy missiles. The study | AMSA job if ‘the job is’ 
emphasizes this possible war ' Necessary... 

situation: 


future even if AMSA finally 


_ | ‘Tixisting B-52 heavy’ bomb. 
A war starts ~~ by whatever ;.@rs will be good through 1975, ; 


‘ 
| 
{ 
unforeseeable means. 
i 

| United . States’ 


- Bla hs accustd McNamara ai 4 bomber force - but sparing 


an, 
-Advanced Manned Strategic: 


;/ American missiles 


present * long-ranzfe ° 


The’ Soviet Union strikes; 
attempting to destroy the 
missile ‘and 


American cities (knowing that 
the United States can destroy 
‘all Russian cities 
retaliation.) : 

. The. Russian ICBMs that 


are. protected: under ‘grauad |: ee 
"4 proposed. enlarged. version’. 
of the controversial tactical :.. £9@ Prope 
; - Weight is 350,000 pounds. The : 


-are aimed at American cities 


‘| but not fired. The Kremlin 
| tells the President on: the hot 


line that if Russians cities are 
-destroyed the - withheld 
missiles will be fired. 
destroy 
what Russian strategic forces 


: they can, avoiding citios. 


* ‘eaquipment 


-1-aceording to an Air Force-. 
| Defense 
i Co. study, and, with continual , 
. modernization, might last into «. 
‘the. ’80s. 

“Only 


. Department-Boeing : 


Needed, according to the Air: 
Force study, and more than’ 
that numbers.of late-model B-* 
, 528 are available.: 


bomber — might be used. 


_oM"X is too small and has too 
l short’ a range, but the plane | 
‘could carry all of the AMSA -.. 
(exeept’ for en i 


200 bombers . are. 


Or, the “stretched TFX” — +. 


5 


> Gen. Curtis is LeMay, Air’: 
+ Torca chief of. staff, says the >" 
Lee | *d Ins too | 000. The B-52 weighs 480,000 


in ; the city-busting force. 
navigctiion and fire consrol : 


. ee 1 oversized radar antenna) and : 
The ‘AMSA force takes oft, ‘seould hit: almost all AMSA | 


'. uses short-range ur : é 
issil Pee ae ibe targets, most of which are in 
_™MIssiles against the «my ape Russi oe 
underground Russan “'ropean Russia, . 
; Missiles, and thus takes oni “0%, the new A-il, the 
..™ystery plane, could be 


The new bombers, -by Abr 
Force calculations, ‘gould save | 


nodified as a bomber, It has | 
ange, speed and more. size - si 
ithaa the TEX yd i chistwwers: isi ne wee? Pee ae 


“many millions American” 


The proposed. AMSA gross 


TFX is about 65,000, and the .- 
A-l1-is estimated at about 100,~" 


pounds, 
the Air Foree strongly”. 
rejects these substitutes and : 
believes that an early start on 
AMSA is needed as insurance 
against unforeseeable military 
problems in the future. 

The civilians ask, however, 
whether the premium on the - 
AMSA policy would exceed 
the face value, | ss 
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